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DETAILED ACTION 

The indicated allowability of claim 33 is withdrawn in view of Moriau et al., 
6,006,486, who teach the subject matter previously indicated to be allowable. A 
rejection based on the reference of record follows below. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Drawings 

The drawings were received on June 10, 2008. These drawings are acceptable. 
Specification 

The amendments filed on May 7, 2007 and June 16, 2004 are objected to under 
35 U.S.C. 132(a) because it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 
132(a) states that no amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the 
invention. The added material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as 
follows: 

on the amendment filed on May 7, 2007, the recitation "and four narrow sides 
around the edges of the panel" on the seventh paragraph starting on line 16 of page 9 is 
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nowhere found in tlie original disclosure. Applicants cannot rely on Figure 13 since 
such figure is not an original figure. Figure 13 is a new figure which is not supported as 
originally filed. Further, this description provides new matter for a panel that is square 
rather than being rectangular as described on page 13, line 30; and, 

on the amendment filed on June 16, 2004, Figure 13 is new matter along with the 
description of Figure 13 that the profiles of Figure 2 and the profiles of Figure 6 are in 
one panel. Nowhere is there support that indicates that the profiles 42 and 43 are along 
the wide sides as well as the profiles 4a and 4b being on the narrow sides. According 
to the original disclosure, the profiles 42 and 43 are in the narrow sides (see original 
disclosure at page 15, lines 9, 23, 24, and 30) in one species and the profiles 4a and 4b 
are in the same narrow sides in another species (see original disclosure at page 1 1 , line 
22). This is also evident by the amendment to the description of Figure 13 filed on 
March 9, 2005. Here, the description is inaccurate and unsupported because a 
rectangular does not have four narrow sides but rather two narrow sides and two wide 
sides. Furthermore, according to the specification, the profiles 4a and 4b are in the 
narrow sides, i.e., the long sides of the rectangle according to convention, and not in the 
short sides of the rectangle as applicants are intending to describe. 

Applicants argue that Figure 13 is fully supported by the specification as is the 
description on page 18 of the substitute specification. In response, this has not been 
found persuasive since Figure 13 and the description on page 18 are not original. 
Applicant makes reference to the bottom of page 5 and going over the third paragraph 
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on page 6. In response, it is unclear whether this is in reference to the ohginal 
specification or the substitute specification. In either case, the examiner reviewed both 
specifications as the texts do not correspond. The examiner is still not persuaded since 
the original specification mentions at page 8, line 8, that "The panels are then only 
joined at the short narrow sides" followed with the recommendation of using hook 
elements at the short narrow sides. Applicants are required to cancel the new matter in 
the reply to this Office Action. 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
on page 6, first paragraph, the term "narrow side" is still used and requires 
correction. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 33, 35, 37, 39, and 41 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

regarding claims 33 and 39, -fastening- should be inserted before "system" in 

line 2; 

regarding claims 33 and 39, "can be hooked" in line 13 should be -hook-- and ~ 
inclined- should be inserted before "retaining" in line 30; 
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regarding claim 35 and 41, -inclined-- should be inserted before "retaining" in 
line 3, -the- should be inserted before "complementary" in line 4, and "can be hooked" 
in lines 4-5 should be -hook-; and, 

regarding claims 37 and 43, -the- should be inserted before "two" in line 4. 
Appropriate correction is required. For purposes of examining the instant invention, the 
examiner has assumed these corrections have been made. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 33-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 33 and 39, the meets and bounds of the claim is still unclear. 
The preamble indicates that the system is "for fastening at least a first and a second 
panel". However, since the first panel and the second panel make up the system the 
claim cannot state that the system is for fastening the panel since the panels are the 
system. 

Regarding claims 36 and 42, the recitation "in the assembled condition bears 
against the second panel at leas tin the region of the upper portion of the edge of the 
second panel" in lines 6-9 is unclear. Note that this appears to be redundant. 
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Regarding claim 37, the recitation "intermediate spaces" in line 3 makes unclear 
whether one of those spaces is the space as recited in claim 33, line 40. Further, the 
recitation "with clearance" in line 3 appears redundant since "spaces" inherently are 
clearances. 

Regarding claims 34, 35, and 38, the claims depend from claim 33 and therefore 
are indefinite. 

Regarding claims 40, 41, 43, and 44, the claims depend from claim 39 and 
therefore are indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 33-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the Choppe, FR-2,278,876, in view of Moriau et al., 6,006,486. 

Regarding claim 33, Choppe discloses, in the figures unlabeled, a fastening 
system comprising a first panel 1 and a second panel 1 (see English abstract which 
uses the term "tiles" thus there are at least two tiles). At least one pair of oppositely 
disposed retaining profiles is arranged at edges of the first panel and the second panel. 
The oppositely disposed retaining profiles complement each other. The oppositely 
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retaining profiles of the first panel and the second panel comprise complementary hook 
elements E that hook one into the other. The complementary hook elements comprise 
a first hook projection E and a second hook projection E. The first hook projection is 
connected to the first panel by a first leg on an upper portion of the edge of the first 
panel. The first hook projection has an inclined retaining surface. The first hook 
projection is reduced from a free end of the first hook projection towards the first leg. 
The second hook projection is connected to the second panel by a second leg on a 
lower portion of the edge of the second panel. The second hook projection has an 
inclined retaining surface such that the second hook projection is reduced from a free 
end of the second hook projection towards the second leg. In an assembled condition, 
the inclined retaining surface of the first hook projection bears against the inclined 
retaining surface of the second hook projection. The free end of the second hook 
projection bears against the first leg at the upper portion of the first panel. However, 
Choppe fails to disclose a space provided between the free end of the first hook 
projection and the second leg at the lower portion of the second panel. 

Moriau et al. teach, in Figure 23, a space 81 provided between a free end (near 
33) of a first hook projection 9 and a second leg 43 at the lower portion of a second 
panel 1 (left side) to provide chambers for dust (col. 1 1 , lines 66 to col. 12, line 4). 
Therefore, as taught by Moriau et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to provide a space between the free end of 
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the first hook projection and the second leg at the lower portion of the second panel of 
Choppe to collect dust. 

Regarding claim 34, given the modification, the first leg projects approximately 
perpendicular from the edge of the first panel. The first hook projection faces towards 
the underside of the first panel. The second leg projects approximately perpendicular 
from the opposite edge of the second panel. The second hook projection faces towards 
the top side of the second panel. 

Regarding claim 35, given the modification, the inclined retaining surfaces of the 
hook projections engage each other such that the complementary hook projections 
hook one into the other only by elastic deformation. 

Regarding claim 36, Choppe discloses the end of the first hook projection at the 
upper portion of the first hook projection at the upper portion of the first panel bears 
against the second panel at least in the region of the upper portion of the edge of the 
second panel. However, Choppe fails to disclose a clearance provided between the 
end of the second hook projection at the lower portion of the second panel and the edge 
of the first panel. Again, Moriau et al. teach, in Figure 23, a clearance 81 provided 
between the end of the second hook projection 34 at the lower portion of the second 
panel 1 (left panel) and the edge of the first panel (right panel) to provide chambers for 
dust (col. 11, lines 66 to col. 12, line 4). Therefore, as taught by Moriau et al., it would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to provide a clearance provided between the end of the second hook projection at the 
lower portion of the second panel and the edge of the first panel of Choppe to collect 
dust. 

Regarding claim 37, Choppe, as modified, discloses the space forms an 
adhesive pocket. Note that there is no requirement that adhesive be present and thus 
the duct chamber can be an adhesive pocket. 

Regarding claim 38, Choppe, as modified, fails to disclose the panels made 
substantially of MDF, HDF, or chipboard material. Applicants are reminded that making 
panels of MDF, HDF, or chipboard material is an obvious modification to resist wear. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time the 
Invention was made to make the panels of MDF, HDF, or chipboard material to prolong 
the panels from wearing. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 39-44 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 
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The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

regarding claim 39, the prior art of record does not disclose or suggest a system 
comprising a first panel and a second panel having at least one pair of oppositely 
disposed retaining profiles having complementary hook elements comprising a first 
hook projection and a second hook projection each having an inclined retaining surface 
(lines 17-18 and 23-26) such that the hook projection is reduced from a free towards a 
leg (line 18-20 and 24-26) in combination with a space provided between a free end of 
the second hook projection and a first leg connected to the first panel at the upper 
portion of the first panel (lines 39-43). The closest prior art, Choppe, FR-2278876, 
teaches the inclined retaining surfaces and the reduced hook projections from the free 
end towards the leg. Moriau et al. only teach a space at the hook projections at the 
lower portion of the first panel. There's no motivation to reverse the connection since 
such panel would be exposed to traffic and thus not attractive to collect dust using the 
chambers at the lower portion; and, 

regarding claims 40-44, these claims depend from claim 39. 

Conclusion 

The following prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. Freeman, GB-647,812, and Fuller, 3,921,312, show inclined 
retaining surfaces that reduce from a free end of the hook projections towards 
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respective legs. Ballas, EP-220,389, shows another space and a leg that bears at the 
free end against a leg. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ernesto Garcia whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7083. The examiner can normally be reached from 9:30AM-6:00PM. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel P. Stodola can be reached at 571-272-7087. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


/E. G./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3679 
July 17, 2008 


/Daniel P. Stodola/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3679 


